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1. 



This action is responsive to the amendment and remarks filed on February 25, 2005. 



2. 



Claims 1-8 are presented for examination. 



3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. code not included in this office action can be 
found in a prior office action. 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of thus title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



5. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Agraharam et 
al, U.S. Patent 5,956,482 (hereinafter Agraharam) in view of Porter et al, U.S. Patent 6,675,299 
(hereinafter Porter). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC 103 



6. 



Agraharam was cited in the last office action. 
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7. As per claim 1 and 4-5, Agraharam taught the invention substantially as claimed for 
providing a service to a pluraUty of information processing apparatuses, the service providing 
apparatus functioning as a shared server on a network, comprising: 

storage means for storing a group (e.g. participation list predetermined code) (page 3, 
paragraphs 36 and 37), and content (page 1, paragraph 15); 

reception means for receiving a group request to include a corresponding one of the 
plurality of information processing apparatuses in one of the plurality of groups (e.g. 
participation list) (page 3, paragraphs 27 and 36), the request selecting a respective one of 
the plurality of groups (page 3, paragraph 29), and for receiving a content request (e.g. 
specifies the multimedia document) transmitting from any of the information processing 
apparatuses belonging to one of the plurality of groups, the content request including a 
selection of available content (page 3, paragraphs 28 and 34); 
acquisition means for acquiring data coordinated with the content request (page 1, 
paragraph 16) and communication means for transmitting the data acquired by said 
acquisition means simultaneously (page 1, paragraph 16) to those of the information 
processing apparatuses accessing the shared server and belonging to a same group (e.g. 
session audience) (page 2, paragraph 19). 

8. Agraharam did not specifically teach storing a plurality of groups and a list of available 
content. Porter taught a shared file management system for storing a plurality of groups (col. 8, 
lines 21-31; col. 10, lines 33-48) and a list of available content (col. 1 1, Unes 4-9, 26-32; col. 11, 
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line 66-coL 12, line 6), Furthermore, Porter taught a selection from a Ust of available content 
(col. 9, line 62-coL 10, line 9). 

9. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Agraharam and Porter because Porter's teaching 
of storing a plurality groups would increase the utilization of the shared server to provide 
services to multiple groups. 

(Note that Agraharam' s system must store a pluraUty of groups in order to provide services to 
multiple session audiences.) 

10. As per claim 2, Agraharam and Porter taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 1 above. Agraharam further taught v/herein the data is music data (page 1, paragraph 15), 
and the selection is particular music data (page 2, paragraph 17; page 3, paragraphs 34 and 35). 

11. As per claim 3, Agraharam and Porter taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 1 above. Agraharam further taught comprising transmission means for receiving text data 
transmitted from any of the information processing apparatuses accessing the shared server and 
transmitting the text data to the least one other information processing apparatus accessing the 
shared server and belonging to the same group (page 3, paragraph 30). 
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12. As per claims 6 and 8-9, Agraharam taught the invention substantially as claimed for 
accessing a service providing apparatus functioning as a shared server, which provides services 
on a network, together with other information processing apparatuses, comprising: 

inputting means for inputting access information for accessing the service providing 
apparatus to a group (page 3, paragraph 37); 

display control means for controlling display of available contents transmitted from the 
service providing apparatus (page 2, paragraphs 20 and 21); 

requesting means for selecting content from among the available content and requesting 
the service providing apparatus for transmission of the selected content to said 
information processing apparatus belonging to one of the plurality of groups and the 
other information processing apparatuses accessing the shared server belonging to the 
same group (page 3, paragraphs 34 and 36); 

reception means for receiving data transmitted from the service providing apparatus (e.g. 
BWS Center) to the information processing apparatuses belonging the same group (e.g. 
session audiences) (page 2, paragraphs 19 and 21); and 
reproduction means for reproducing the data (page 2, paragraph 19). 

13. Agraharam did not specifically teach a plurality of groups and a Ust of available content. 
Porter taught a shared file management system for servicing a plurality of groups (col. 8, lines 
21-31; col. 10, lines 33-48) and a list of available content (col. 11, lines 4-9, 26-32; col. 1 1, line 
66-col. 12, line 6). Furthermore, Porter taught controlUng display of a list of available content 
(col. 9, Une 62-col. 10, line 9). 
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14. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Agraharam and Porter because Porter's teaching 
of a plurality groups would increase the utilization of the shared server to provide services to 
multiple groups. 

(Note that Agraharam' s system must store a plurality of groups in order to provide services to 
multiple session audiences.) 

15. As per claim 7, Agraharam and Porter taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 6 above. Agraharam and Porter further taught wherein the list of available content is a 
table Usting available music data (col. 1, lines 32-37) (i.e., the Ust of files may be audio data) 
provided from the service providing apparatus (col. 1 1, lines 4-9, 26-32; col. 1 1, line 66-col. 12, 
line 6), and the data is particular music data corresponding to the selected content (col. 9, line 62- 
coL 10, line 9; col. 11, lines 4-9; col. 1 1, line 66-col. 12, Ime 6). 

16. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9, filed 2/25/05, have been fully 
considered but are not deemed to be persuasive and are moot in view of the new grounds of 
rejection. 

17. In the remark applicant argued that 

(1) Agraharam does not each or suggest storing a plurality of groups, a Ust of 
available content and content, receiving a group request selecting a respective one of the 
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plurality of groups, receiving a content request including a selection from the list of 
available content, or transmitting the data acquired by the acquisition means 
simultaneously to those of the information processing apparatuses accessing the shared 
server and belonging to a same group, 

(2) a reference supporting the official notice should be provided. 

18. In response to points (1) and (2), Agraharam and Porter in combination taught the 
invention substantially as claimed. Specifically, Agraharam taught storing a group (e.g. 
participation hst predetermined code) (page 3, paragraphs 36 and 37), and content (page 1, 
paragraph 15), receiving a group request selecting a respective one of the plurality of groups (e.g. 
participation list) (page 3, paragraphs 27 and 36), receiving a content request including a 
selection of available content (page 3, paragraphs 28 and 34), and transmitting the data acquired 
by the acquisition means simultaneously to those of the information processing apparatuses 
accessing the shared server and belonging to a same group (page 3, paragraphs 34 and 36). 

19. Agraharam did not specifically teach storing a plurality of groups and a hst of available 
content. Porter taught a shared file management system for storing a pluraUty of groups (col. 8, 
lines 21-31; col. 10, lines 33-48) and a list of available content (col. 11, lines 4-9, 26-32; col. 11, 
line 66-col. 12, line 6). Furthermore, Porter taught a selection from a Ust of available content 
(col. 9, line 62-col. 10, line 9). 
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20. It would have been obvious to one having ordmary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Agraharam and Porter because Porter's teaching 
of storing a plurality groups would increase the utilization of the shared server to provide 
services to multiple groups. (Note that Agraharam' s system must store a plurality of groups in 
order to provide services to multiple session audiences.) 

21 . Porter taught the concept of a shared system (inherently comprised of server) servicing 
and storing a plurality of groups is known and accepted in the art for supporting the official 
notice taken in the last office action. 

22. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Barber et al, U.S. Patent 6,564,260, disclosed a method of sharing content with groups of 
users. 

San Andres et al, U.S. Patent AppUcation Publication 2005/0027795, disclosed a 
directory service for managing shared contents. 

23. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. AppUcant is reminded of the extension of time 
poUcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

24. A shortened statutory period for reply to this fmal action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications form the 
examiner should be directed to Philip Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272-3967. Any 
inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be directed to the 
Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 



Philip Lee 




